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Agenda
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A Project Overview

A 9th Street / 10t Street Recommendation

A St. Peter Street / Wabasha St Corridor Update
A Next Steps



Project Purpose
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A Determine Interim Design for 9t/10t Street

>

Determine preferred route for west leg of CCB (St. Peter or Wabasha)

A Determine Interim Design for west leg of CCB
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Something like this —»

Not this ———




Community Engagement

A TR TRy
A Project webpage
A Public open houses
A 70 attendees (15t open house); 85 attendees (2" open house); 80 attendees (3" open house)

A Online surveys

A 140+ respondents 1st survey; 100+ respondents 2" survey; 180+ respondents to 3 survey

A Targeted stakeholder engagement
A Directoutreach to stakeholders by City interns

A Small group meetings with various stakeholder groups

A Technical Advisory Committee
A Transportation Committee (5/20/19 and 10/21/19)
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A Preference for bikeways with physical separation from motor
vehicle traffic

A Sidewalks and sidewalk amenities are top priority for use of
street space

A Loading zones and on-street parking are important
A Preference for two-way bicycle facilities
A Mixed feedback on two-way to one-way street conversion

A Maintenance is important, especially snow clearing



Project Overview
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A Questions / Discussion
67 ? 2. 2 ?
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oth-10th Street Corridor Segments
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A. 10" Street:
Dorothy Day to Cedar Street

B. 10" Street:
Cedar Street to Jackson Street

C. 9t Street:
Jackson Street to 1-94 bridge




oth-10th Open House 1

10™ STREET

DESIGN CONCEPTS

ONE-WAY M R VEHICLE TRAVEL

ONE-WAY BIKE TRAVEL
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PROTECTED BIKE LANES, NO PARKING

» Maintains two motor vehicle travel lanes

» Remuves on-sireet parking or other potenitial curbside uses (.. loading zmes,

walet parking, parklets, bika parking, eic.]
» Bike |anes vertically separated from motar vehicles
» Snow dearingremoal is more difficult
» The type of vertical separation for the protecied bikeway is 10-be-determined
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PROTECTED BIKE LANES, NO PARKING

» Maintzins twa motor vehicle travel lanes

» Remuves on-sireet parking or other patenitial curbside vses (e loading zanes,

walot parking, parklets, bika parking, eic.]

» Bike |anes vertically separated from motar vehitles

» Drivers may not anticipate two-way bike traffic, additional driveway and
intersection treatments may be waranted

» Snow clearingremoal is more difficult

» Tha type of vertical saparation for the protecied bikewsy is to-be-detarmined
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PROTECTED BIKE LANES, PARKING ON ONE SIDE

» Comverts two-way mator vehicle wavel 1o ane-way mobor vehicle ravel

» Preserves on-sireet perking an oneside of the street

» Bike lanas vertically separated from mador wehicles

» & bike lana in the opposite direction of motarvehicle fravel may be less
comfortable for some users

» Drivers may not anticipate two-way bike iraffic, addidonal driveway and
intersection reatments may be waranted

= Sniw clearing/removal is more difficult

» The type of vertical separation for the pratected bikeway is 10-be-detemined
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PROTECTED BIKE LANES, PARKING ON ONE SIDE

» Lomverts two-way mator vehicle ravel 1o ane-way motor wehicle travel

» Presenve on-sheet parking on one side of the straet

» Bike lanas vertically separated from madtor wehicles

» Drivers may nat anticipate two-way bike raffic, addidonal driveway 2nd
intersection reatments may be waranted

» Snow dearing/removal is more difficult

» The type of vertical separation for the pratected bikeway is 10-be-detemined

TOOLE %
cesian SEH



oth-10th Open House 2
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CONCEPT B1: ONE-WAY STREET WITH TWO-WAY SEPARATED BIKEWAY
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Pros:

e  One-way roadway allows space for on-street
parking and loading on one side of the street.

e  Two-way bikeway wide enough to maintain with
similar equipment as roadway.

Cons:

e  One-way roadway makes some driving routes
less direct.

e Drivers crossing bikeway must watch for gaps in
bicycle traffic approaching from two directions.



10t Street Primary Options
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1. Two-way motor vehicle concept
with no parking/loading
preserved

2. One-way motor vehicle concept
with some parking/loading
preserved




oth Street Primary Options
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1. Two-way motor vehicle concept
with no parking/loading
preserved and standard bike
lanes

2. One-way motor vehicle concept
with some parking/loading
preserved




oth/10t Key Takeaways
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A Mixed feedback regarding two-way versus one-way

A Preference for two-way bikeway with buffer

A Two-way operations west of St. Peter critical for hospital

A Traffic impacts of conversion to one-way not inconsequential

A Preference for more permanent interim design (concrete curbing)

A Implementation budget does not allow for curbing along full length
of corridor



oth/10th Recommendation i West Segment
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